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RESPONSE TO NOVEMBER 26, 2004 OFFICE COMMUNICATION 



Sir: 

The September 7, 2004 Office Action issued in the above-identified application 
did not take into account the August 21, 2002 Second Preliminary Amendment. During 
a November 3, 2004 interview with the Examiner, the Examiner stated that the 
Applicants should file a response stating that the Second Preliminary Amendment should 
have been entered, and that such response would not be incomplete. (See November 3, 
2004 Interview Summary.) Accordingly, in response to the September 7, 2004 Office 
Action, Applicants filed a paper, on October 27, 2004, stating that the Office Action did 
not take into account the Second Preliminary Amendment. 



However, on November 26, 2004 the PTO issued an "Office Communication" 
stating that the October 27, 2004 reply was incomplete because "the format of the 
Amendment is improper." Applicants do not understand why this paper was issued. In 
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the November 3, 2004 "Interview Summary" it was clearly stated that a request for entry 
of the August 21, 2002 Amendment would not be considered to be incomplete. 

Also, the PTO's revised amendment practice was effective as of July 30, 2003. 
Therefore, the August 21, 2002 Second Preliminary Amendment was not to be filed 
under the new rules. However, for the sake of expediency, the Applicants have enclosed 
the August 21, 2002 Amendment in the format that was required on July 30, 2003. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the application is in all respects complete and 
in condition for examination and favorable consideration, which action is earnestly 
solicited. If the Examiner has any questions concerning any aspect of this application, it 
is requested that the Examiner contact Applicants' representative at the telephone 
number provided below. 



HOFFMANN & BARON, LLP 
6900 Jericho Turnpike 
Syosset, New York 1 1791 
(516) 822-3550 
SAS/nr 

198018 



Respectfully submitted, 




Susan A. Sipos 
Registration No.: 43,128 
Attorney for Applicant 
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STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW 



Sir: 

Applicants conducted a telephone interview with Examiner Sisson on November 
3, 2004 regarding the above-identified application. 



During the interview the Applicants pointed out that an Office Action mailed on 
September 7, 2004 did not take into account the Second Preliminary Amendment filed 
on August 21, 2002. The Office Action indicated that Claims 13-15 were pending in the 
application. This is not correct. Claims 13-15 were cancelled in by Second Preliminary 
Amendment. The amendment added new Claims 24-33. 



In conformity with the Examiner's instructions, the Applicants filed a "Response 
to Office Action" on October 27, 2004 in which the August 21, 2002 Second Preliminary 
Amendment was enclosed along with a postcard stamped by the PTO on August 27, 
2002 evincing receipt of the Second Preliminary Amendment. 
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Applicants also requested that a new first Office Action be issued, taking into 
account the August 21, 2002 Second Preliminary Amendment, and examining new 
Claims 24-33. 

On November 10, 2004, the PTO issued an "Interview Summary" summarizing 
the above discussion. The Interview Summary also stated that a reply from the 
Applicants requesting that the August 21, 2002 Second Preliminary Amendment be 
entered would "not be considered to be incomplete." 

Applicants respectfully submit that the application is in all respects complete and 
in condition for examination and favorable consideration, which action is earnestly 
solicited. If the Examiner has any questions concerning any aspect of this application, it 
is requested that the Examiner contact Applicants' representative at the telephone 
number provided below. 



HOFFMANN & BARON, LLP 
6900 Jericho Turnpike 
Syosset, New York 1 1791 
(516) 822-3550 
SAS/nr 



Respectfully submitted, 




Susan A. Sipos * 
Registration No.: 43,128 
Attorney for Applicant 
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